michael ritzcovan
39 spring st
south salem, ny 10590
Coemmussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digtal television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programumers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—souwrce software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from immnovating in field of digital
commurnications technques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television becamie digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without mmnovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addinon to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

muchael ritzcovan
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October 30, 2003

Commlssionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technalogy for dightal television As a
consumer and clizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compeltitive market for consumar electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' ablity te Innovate for thelr
customers Aliowlng movie studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necaasartly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mons money for Infarior functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkety to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers
and other squipment | will not pay mora for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadecast flag technology for diglhtal taievision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Chrig Brightly

9205 Bethanla Ct
Richmond VA 23228
usa
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October 30, 2003

Comimissioner Michael J Coppe
Federal Commutications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washuhgton, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,
1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television
As a result of the mis-gnided DMCA, congumer rights and fair use have already been trampled, I am loathe to see the trend continued

ag a consmumer and citizen, T feel strongly that mch a policy wounld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of
DTV

4 robust, competitive market for conmumer electronice must be rooted in manufactrers' ability to innovate for their customers adlowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consmmers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

Digital televisions are already extremely expensive, heaping additional costs onto them will keep many people out of them even longer

1f the FCC issues 2 broadeast flag mandate, I would astally be less likely to make an investent in DTVacapable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my tights st the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital televirion Thank you for your time

Bincerely.

Jason Kulas

493 Madison Rd
Durham, CT 06422
usa
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
4435 12th Street, NvV
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast telewision, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device In my Iiving room Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the breadcast flag With today's
technology, | ¢can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email chp of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play # at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital televisiocn does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digtal transition by
cpposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Gary Danielson

1005 N State St
Fainesville, OH 44077
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Thursday, Qctober 30 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

I do not want the broadcast flag adopted. | don't want the copynght industry telling the consumer
electranics’ industry what to make, | do not want copyright to trump free speech, innovation, future jobs
and health insurance, and the freedom of our society to express itself. There are other ways to protect
copynght holders. And, as the copyright industries own researchers, Informa Media, has told them,
transmission over the internet of video and TV WILL NQOT BE A PROBLEM until 2020.... Don't buy what the
MPAA says 1t's incorrect. They don't understand because they are scared of ending up like the RlAA. But
their situation 1s different and ft can't be solved with a broadcast flag. Please do the right thing and don't
adopt 1t.

Consumers will also suffer, because they will have to spend hundreds of dollars to upgrade to digital
equipment. Why? For a problem that doesn't exist, for a technology that hampers innovation and new
jobs and industnes, and at the expense of fair use? Crazy. Don't doit. Mary

Sincerely,
Mary Hodder

2418 fulton street
Berkeley, CA 94704

rorm
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Thursday, Qcteber 30 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, Ny
Washington, DC 20554

ViA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote agatnst the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
2 broadcast flag reguiation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transihion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition wtll be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet another device 1n my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV {o wateh later, clip a small piece of TV and sphee it ito a home movie, send an emai clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program ontc a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the maove to digital television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexibte, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason far me to dispense with all my current consumer electranics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of hroadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Geoff Mitchell

110 Candlewyck Ter
Portland, ME 04102
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Thursday, October 30 2004

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Comrnission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transttion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
cdigital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
lechnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. [ can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onio a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.,

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
preture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Smcerely.
Aarcon Bartlett

5579 Carnegie Loop
Livermore, CA 94550




To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-30 19 08 14 (GMT) 16506181672 Fram

Thursday, Octeher 30 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

ViA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissionar Copps,

As a consumer of hroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digitai televrsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far mgre palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device In my hving room Please do not allow the MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag VWith today's
technology, 1 can be mare than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a2 small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email ¢clip of my
child's foothall game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move 1o digital television does not make the pubhc's viewing expenence more enjoyable flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason de | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
cpposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely.
David Collins

5375 castlebrooke crossing dr
Cumming, GA 30040
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrict the way I enjoy televislan.

The digital television transition relies on canvincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device In my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, [ can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a smalt piece of TV and splice 1t inte a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
David L. Lautenschlager

4201 Reserve Drive
Atlanta, GA 30319
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Thursday, Octeber 30 2003

Commissioner Michaei J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer preducts, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely con<erned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition wilt be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TY program onto a DVD and play 1t at my
friend’s apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exating, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier Tv
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisfon, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
John B. S1mon

3320 Powelton Avenue
Ptnladelphia, PA 19104
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Qctober 31, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digntal
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultbimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innevate for
ther customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thas wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that bt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal television. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Jeterny Reichman

545 Robert Quigley Dr, Apt #1
Scottswille, NY 14546

USA




Scott Phelan
340 Blaine St
Bangor, PA 18013
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Commissiener Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlagp
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place 1o effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1n order 1o watch digital television broadcast on their computers

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating 1n field of cigital
communications techmiques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promore the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Imployimg a broacdcast flag 1s in direct contridiction with your own stated goals.

Your goals are shown here with my comments.

Objectives:

Foster sustainable competition across the entire telecommunications sector.

***The broadcast tlag will immedtatly lock out all open source software as a compeditor in the TV
industry, ***

Facilitate a more effective wholesale market through interconnection policy and other competition—related
rules,

*** The broadcast flag will reduce tha ability to interconnect services ***




Promote and advance uuiversal service.
** The broadcast flag coes the opposite, it does not promeote, it retards. ***

Ensure that consumers have choices among communication services and are protected from anti—compeutive
behavior in the increasingly competitive telecommunications landscape.

*** You are severly limiting my choices *+¥

Contnually evaluate and report on the competitive environment for communications services

*#* Your evaluation should show that this is a bad move ***

The air waves are for the people, it is your responsibility to keep it available and open to the people!
Sincerely,

Scott Phelan
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QOctober 30, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoptlon of "breadeast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rootad In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing mavie studios to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techrologists
what new producty they can create This will reauit (n products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

if the FCC Issues a broadcast fiag mandate, | would actually be leas likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices thet limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do hot mandate
broadcast flag technoiogy for dightal television Thenk you for your time

Sincerely,

Matthew Hiltola

891 Harrls Road
Grayslake, IL 80030
USA




Daniel P. Valentine
P. O. Box 380131
Cambridge. MA 02238
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
YFederal Commurucatons Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of Armerican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. [ am writing to join them As a user of free software, I would be injured by the adoption of
the broadcase flag rule as it would make me unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my compuze

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside its
proper role. Itis not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systens
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adeption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of free software are computer
programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Our contributions and constant mnovation 1s
what makes fee software able 1o compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast tlag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban free—software implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators and demodulators, preventing free—software programmers from innovating 1o field of digital
communications technigues used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able 10 do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovauve new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ae
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t 1llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using free software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to promote the
digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

[ am disturbed that the FCC is considering a rule that would make it illegal for me to make fair use of
broadcast television programming. Now that it 1s possible for me to store programs [ can't watch because [ am
at work or otherwise occupied on my computer rather than my VCR, 1 fully intend to do so. It 13 unfortunare
that t 1s constdered necessary 1o outlaw useful tools just because some people mught use them to break
copyright laws The many uses that would not violate the laws should not be infringed upon just 1o keep the
media conglomerates happy or to force people to abandon superior free—software operaung systems just to
enable the tan use of broadcast television.

Stncerely.

Daruel P. Valentine
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October 30, 2003

Commlssionar Michaal J Copps
Federai Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20564

Dear Mlchael Copps,

I am writing to volee my apposttion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer électronica must be rosted In manutacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will aheble the studios to tell technologists
whiat new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what cansumers ke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being ehargad more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Antony Tovar

8382 Finley Ave

La Measa, CA 91941
Usa




James A. Napolitano
10 Radburn Dr.
Commack, NY 11725-1117
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
“broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role Itis not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software aie
computer programmiers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—souwrce sofiware able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programiners from innovating 1n field of digital
commutucations techruques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aie
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore. the broadeast flag is likely 10 slow adoption of digtal television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It 1s for these reasons I urge you 1o
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

sincerely,

James A. Napoltano




John Comeau
7532 McKinley St.
Hollywood FL 33024
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J Copps

Thousarls of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adopuoen of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I any unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. As a writer of open—source

software. it puts "legal” restricions on my creativity and sets a dangerous
prececlent for further restricting what programmers and users can do with their own computers,

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addituonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
mixlulators and demaodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations echmques used by television

Most Americans assumed that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It 1s for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

John Comeau




Andrew Waterman
PO Box 181
Berkeley, CA 94703

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Conmmunications Comnussion

445 12th Street, NW

Washingion, D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Could we please have a responsible government, that is not completely under the heel of large corporations”
Is 1t really that hard? I mean, first you (the fcc) encouraged more monopoly control of the ownership of
broadcasting stations and now you're going to attempt to make free software illegal for receiving the
broadcasts of those same large corporations? Show some backbone! Act like an American!!! The republican
leadership of this country 1s beginningg to depress me Why don't you all just start getting paychecks trom
Disney and friends instead of my own pocketbook? I really would like to see things get better not worse.

Anyway, Stallman's message follows:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to recerve digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
comiputer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Theur contributions and constant
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete 1n the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became dugital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aie
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view cigital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely 1o slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Andrew Waterman




Robernt Sandling
4919 Westshire Drive
Comstock Park, MI 49321
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whuch is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to wateh digital television broacicast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and “tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programrers from innovating in field of digital
commuuucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assurmed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert Sandling




Mark Poweski
2404 Morning Glory
Richardson, TX 75082
Commussioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washungton, D.C 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael 1. Copps

"Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer prograrmimers and “tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conwributions and constant
tnnovaton is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

For example, TTVO has been become modifable and made much more valuable to the owner by the use of
open software

patches and suggested hardware modifications. Do you think Bill Gates/Microsoft updates or umproves 1ts
products except when he faces the loss of marketshare

(Sun StarOffice which is almost open source)or he becomes the subject of a lawsuit.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digntal
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
pronote the diggtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Finally, your mandate 1s for broadcast and transnussion not
for post reception transnussion. Stay out of what 18 not your bussiness!
Sincerely,

Mark Poweski




Paul Gnuyen
507 Encinitas Way #C
Placentia. CA 92870
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps:

The broadcast flag will prevent innovation amoungst one of the biggest group of software developers in the
world. lUlegahzing full featured software based HDTV receivers will result in a stymued pace of development
1n what is clearly the desired path of broadcast development. I urge you to consider the ramifications of your
decision and side on the side of free development.

Thank you for your time, and I hope you consider what I have said.

Paul Gnuyen

gnuyen{@gnuyen.org

Sincerely,

Paul Gnuyen




Steven Carrington
PO Box 3333

Palmer, AK 99645
Comurussioner Michael J, Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Innovation is one of the things that makes America a great nation. Let's now short—circwt people's creativity
and deaden their innovation by only letting 'hackers' be able to innovate with technology.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of &
"hroadcast flag". T am writing 10 join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computet.,

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control"” which 1s outside its
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adopton of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software we
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Thewr contributions and constamt
1anovation is what makes open—source software able 1o compete in the marketplace.

The broadeast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed! thar when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ae
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equpment to view digital television.
Theretore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television 1n addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digitl television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Steven Carrington




Kaustabh Duorah
3 Haley Ridge Rd
Beacon Falis. CT 06403
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. D C 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoptton of a
"broadcast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 13
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programrrers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
tmnovation is what makes open—source software able 10 compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open~—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans asswmed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
elevision programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
pronwte the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag

Sincerely,

Kaustabh Duorah




Craig Myers
1062 Rustling Oaks Drive
Millersville, MD 21108
Comnussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:
Sirs,

[ feel it is ineffective and inappropriate for the Federal Communications Commussion to regulate software
activiiies. [ understand the FCC is considering rules or regulations that will make it illegal to write or use
software that processes digital tv content that has a "broadcast flag" set. [ am not in favor of thus effort.

Existing laws are designed to protect the property rights of creative works. Banmung software efforts because
they "nught" be used o break the law 1s not effective and unamerican. As a user of open—souwce software.
adopuion of the broadeast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my compuer

I am currently building my own "Home Theater PC" that will provide wife friendly operation of the myraid
devices within a modem home entertainment system. Integral to such a system is the ability to bring in
broadcast HDTV signals to a computer, format them and display them on a monitor {or TV). I will be usmg
open source software and writing my own. I have no intention of violating copyrights. As a successful middle
class adult, T represent the target market for HDTV products and services.

The metion picture industry will have to make a value judgement, is the profit to be realized from digital TV
wransmission worth the risk of improper copying. All the copying methods the MPAA fears for digital TV are
possible now, so the broadcast flag law is too little, too late. With or without the broadcast flag, knowledgable
people with the desire to cheat will be able to do so.

1 think the RIAA's recent efforts to sue or prosecute copyright violators is the correct approach. Use the laws
and the judicial system to protect your rights. Trying to legislate limitations on technology is meffective and
unamerican

Thank you for your interest.

Sincerely,

Craig Myers




